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STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
JURISDICTION: The Court of Appeals has jurisdiction in the matter 
pursuant to Section 78-2a-3<2> (d) Utah Code Annotated 1953,, as 
amended-
(1) The Court of Appeals has jurisdiction to issue all 
extraordinary writs and to issue all writs and process 
necessaryi! 
(d) appeals t: rom t he ci r cu i t cou r t s„ e «ce p t t h o s e f r om t he 
s m a 11 c 1 a i m s d e p a r t m e n t o f a c i r c u i t c o u r 1s 
appelants brief 5 of 19 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
This matter came about on the 29 of Feb 1996, When the 
Appellant was followed by an unmarked police car, who was 
tailgating closely behind;, matching every move of the Appellant's 
car j, for several miles from K.C.C. refinery (or Smelter) in which 
he was before part of group of cars impeding the traffic flow., 
which t he Appellant di d pass. to safety. 
The AP?/.P 0fficer, who pu 11 ed over the Appellant, at about 
35 00 S out h an d 1215. Who t he n c a 11ed fo r a s s i s t a nce f rom t he 
U t a h H i g h way P a t r o 1. T r o o p e r G1 e n H i 11 „ o f t h e U t a h H i g h way 
Patrol came to assist upon the request of the AP&P Officer. The 
A P ?< P C3 f f i c e 1 e f t soon a f t e r t h e a r r i v a 1 o f T r o o p e r G1 e n Hill. 
Troope r G1 e n Hi11 t he n i s s u e d a t ra f f ic ci t a tio n upo n the 
Appeal lant. 
T h e A p p e 11 a n t h a v i n g s i g n e d t h e a b o v e m e n t i o n e d c i t a t i o n 
went i n to appear1 as r equ i r ed by s i gn i ng t he c i tat i on« ser vec:i by 
T r oop e r G1en Hill. 
Here upon he was required to inter a piea5 before there was 
an information and was told that an Information was irrelevant. 
T r i a 1 Ar,rjg,ijg§inmejnt J j ransc£. j .JDt page 4 . L.IN& 5 „ 6 , 79 22 & 2 3 . and 
page S. Line 1 through 3 
THE COURT: How do you plead ? 
Mr. GORDON: Your Honor, since there's no Information in this 
case, is that —• how can 1 plead? 
appe1 ants brief 6 of 19 
THE" COURT: -- because you're here, Mr. Gordon, the 
Information is irrelevant. You promised to appear. 
MR. GORDONS Right. I'm Here. 
THE COURTs And the event that you promised to appear mfor 
was the arraignment. This is the arraignment. The purpose 
of the arraignment is for you to enter a plea of either-
guilty or not guilty. 
A "Not Guilty" plea was entered for the appellant, Kevin 
Gordon, by the court. 
The Appe 11 ant rec:e i ved an uns i g ned copy of an a 11 eged 
Infor mat ion by t he ba i1iff, a few seconds befor e the t ime set 
for trial, by the court. Once again the appellant asked the 
c o u r t t o r u 1 e o n U t a h L a w 7 7 - 2 -1, s i n g i n g a n d f i 11 i n g o f 
information. 
The appe11 ant asked the Court if a written agreement to 
p r oc ee d o n t he c i t a11 o n o n f i 1 e • TjriaJL.JJLa.0SSLULfi..t page 13. 1 i ne 
7 though 10. 
MR. G0RD0N: Does t his court have such a wr i 11en agreement on 
f i le? 
T H E C 0 U R T : N o. B u t t h e y f i 1 e d a n a p p r o p r i a t e I n f o r m a t i o n ... 
L ate i" D u r :i. n g t h e allege d t r i a 1 o n 5 t h d a y o f A p r i 1 1996, 
0 n c e a g a i n t h e A p p e 11 a n t a s k e d a b o u t t h e i n f o r m a t i o n b e i n g f i 1 e c:i 
before the trial. Txl.&l T,riainscr,iitBit page 14, line 4 & 5, 
MR. GORDON: There was no information in this case when they 
initiated it. 
appelantu brief 7 of 19 
Mr Greenlief then stated that there was one, The original 
w a s s i g n e d b y D a v i d S. W a 1 s h. I'.ri.M.«..ILC.§Il§££.i£ t. P & 9 © 14
 f 1 i n e 21 
& 22 
MR. GREENLIEF: And it shows the original was signed by David 
5. Walsh, 
The Judge noticed that the copy of the alleged Information that 
he had was not signed and ask Mr. Greenlief who signed the 
I n f o r m a t i o n* T rj, ,a 1 T r a, ns c rt ij) tm„ pages 16. line 1, t h r ou g h 10. 
T H E C 0 U R T s M r. G r e e n 1 i e f• „ w h o s i g n e d t h e 1 n f o r m a t i o n ? 
11R« G R E E N LIE F s D a v i d 8. W a 1 s h. i t s h o w s o n m y c o p v, 
COURTs Let me see your copy. 
MR. GREENLIEF: My copy shows that it:' s not an or igina 1 IDUt 
it ?s rather, a copy. I suppose it shows my signature. And 
if the Court wishes, I'll sign it. 
Dur i ng the trial t he Juc:lge notic© 11"!at the I nf ormat i on he 
had. was never sworn to or signed by a Judge, nor read by 
Trooper Hi 11. I r i,.a ,1 Tra,nsc r,io,t page 16, & 17 line 9 t hrough 
25* and 1 through 3. 
T H E C 0 U R T s I d o n? t s h o w t h i s I n f o r m a t i o n a s e v e r b e i n g s w o r n 
to a judge. 
MR. GREENLIEF: We can have Trooper Hill do so now, which 
wou1d be the appropr iate thi ng i n a11 cases• 
C 0 Li R T: W h e r e ? s t h e t r o o p e r ? Would y o u c o m e f o r w a r d M r. - o r 
Trooper Hi 11? 
M R. HIL L: I h a v e n * t r e a d t h e I n f o r m a t i o n. I" c:l 1 i k e a c h a n c e 
t o r e a d t h e I n f o r m a t i o n. 
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THEE COURT: Will you read the original. 
THE COURT: Is that the correct information Trooper? 
MR.HILL: Yes, it is. 
THE COURT: Do you swear the information contained herein is 
true, to the best of your knowledge? 
The Appellant pointed out that he was required to plead before 
the filing of the Information. He was told that the Court upon 
its own motion;, can enter a not guilty plea on the Appellants 
beha 1 f and proceed. l.r.!.§! Transcr ipt page 17 1 i nes 24 & 25. and 
page 18, 1i ne 2 & 3. 
M R 6 0 R D 0 N: T h e y r e q u i r e d m e t o p 1 e a d b e f o r e t h e f i 1 i n g o f 
t h e i nf or ma t i on, eve n t ho u gh I ob jec t e d. 
H E C0URT: The C ou r t„ u po n 11 s o w n mo t ion, c a n e n t e r a n ot 
g u111 y plea on y ou r b e ha1f a nd pr oc ee d• 
The Court proceec:led with the alleged trial. 
ISSUES 
I THE THIRD DISTRICT [CIRCUIT] COURT DID NOT HAVE IN PERSONAM 
JURISDICTION OR SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION, OVER THE 
OFFENSE, OR APPELLANT. 
1. The Co n s t it u 11o n of the St a t e of Ut a h„ art ic1e V state s: 
Sec 11 o n 1 „ L T h ree Dep a r t me nt s af 6ove r nme nt. II 
"The powers of the government of the State of Utah 
sha11 be di vi ded i nto t hree dist i net departments, the 
Legislative,, the Executive;, and the Judicial; and no 
person charged with the exercise of powers properly 
belonging to one of these departments,, shall exercise 
any f une t i ons apper t a i n i ng t o e i t her of t he ot her s. 
except in the case herein expressly directed or 
permitted." History: Const. 1896 Article V. 
DISTRIBUTION OF POWERS, UTAH C0NSTTfuTl0N7^'(emphasis 
added) 
#BB@iimt£ br isaf 9 o f 19 
2. Pursuant to the above quote the constitution states that "no 
person charged with the exercise of powers properly belonging to 
one of these departments, shall exercise any functions 
appertaining to either of the others,... n The Appellant request 
the Captioned Court to make Judicial determinations as follows: 
(a) Does this provision prohibit an Executive officer (law 
enforcement officer or Trooper) from issuing an order to appear-
in a Judicial proceeding? 
(b) Does t h i s p rov i s i on p roh i b i t an Execu ti ve off i cer (law 
enf orcement of f icer ) f rom i ssu :i. ng an or der to appear f or an 
Arraignment in the Judicial Court? 
(c) Is Article V, Utah Constitution mandatory or optional 
as pertains to UTAH COURTS and to UTAH STATE?.; employees? 
3. The Utah Code 77-7-20(2)(f) states* 
(f) The na me of t he peac e o f f i c e r o r p u blie o ffi ci aI w ho 
issued the citation ........ 
In Blabeney v. Smith, 153 So. 921, 183 Misc. 151. 
A person*" s "name1' consists of one or more Christian or given 
n a m e s a n d o n e s u r n a m e o r f a m i 1 y n a m e. 
In Putnman v. Bessom, 197 N.E. 147. 148, 291 Mass. 217. 
The)? "name" of a person is the distinctive characterization 
i n w o r d s b y w h i c h h e i s k n o w a n d distingui s h e d f r o m o t h e r s,, 
and d e s c r i p t i o n , o r a b b r e v i a t i o n, i s n o t t h e e q u i vale n t o f a 
"name"* 
In 3 E.& E. 634, 30 L.J (O.B.) 180. 
It was contended for the defendant , that where the i nit ia 1 
only is used, there is a total omission of the name, 
4. Pursuant to the above Code and Court Cases the Appellant 
requests the Captioned Court to make judicial determination as 
follows: 
(a) Is a f i rst init ia1 a name? 
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<b> Is an unledgable signature a "name11, as required by the 
above sited statute of the Utah Code 77-7-20(2) <f)? 
(c) Is this provision to UTAH CODE 77-7-20(2)<f) mandatory 
or optional as pertains in UTAH COURTS and to UTAH STATE 
employees? 
5. The Utah Code at 77 -7-21(3)(b) states: 
" (3)(b) If a person cited waives by written agreement the 
filina of the information, the prosecution mav proceed on 
the citation." UCA 77-7-21 (3) (b) 
6. Pursuant to the above citation the Appellant requests the 
C a p t i o n e d C o u r t t o m a k e J u d i c i a 1 d e t e r m i n a t i o n s a s f o 11 o w s s 
(a) Pursuant to the above statute can the Court proceed 
a g a i n s t a n A p p e 11 a n t o n t h e b a s i s o f a c x t a 11 o n wit I") o u t w r i 11 e n 
waver to use the citation as an information? 
( ID ) C a n t h e c o u r t p r o c e e d o n t h e c i t a 11 o n f o r t h e p u r p o s e o f 
arraignment without the Appel lant:' s consent? 
(c) Is this provision of Utah Code 77 7-21 < 3 M b ) mandatory 
o r o p t i o n a 1 a s p e r t a i n s t o U T A H C 0 U R T S a n d t o U T A H S1" A T E 
employees? 
7. The Utah code 77-7 20(2) (j) states: 
< 2) E a c h c op y o f t he c i t a t i o n i s sue d u n de r a LI t ho r i t y of 
t h i s c h a p t e r s h a 11 c o n t a i n s . . « (. j) A n o t i c e c o n t a i n i n g 
s u b © t a n t ia 11y t he f o 1 1 o w i n g languages READ C A R E F U L L Y 
This citation is,, not an Information and will not be used,.,^ as 
an
 m i nf or mat ion w i t hout your consent... IF YOU FA IL TO APPEAR 
AN fNRDR^^ by Chapter 15, 
Laws of Utah 1980 UCA 77-7-20(2). (emphasis added) 
8. Pursuant to the above statute the Appellant requests the 
Cap t io ne d Cou r t to ma ke j u di ci a1 det er mi nat ion as fo11owss 
(a) Is a citation an Information? 
tpe&i&fvfc! Brief 11 of 19 
(b) Can a citation be used without the Appellants consent be 
used as an i nformat ion? 
(c) Is this provision of Utah Code 77-7-20(2)(j) mandatory 
or optional as pertains to UTAH COURTS and to UTAH STATE 
employees? 
9- Utah Code 77-7-21(2)(b) Proceeding on citation 
77-721 
(2) An information shall be filed and proceedings held in 
a c cor da nce w it h t he Ru1e s of Cr i m i na1 Pr oc e du re a n d all 
o t h e r a p p 1 i c able p r o v i s i o n s o f t h i s c o c:l e i f t h e p e r s o n 
cited: 
(b) pleads not guilty to the offense charged; 
10. Pursuant to the above Code the Appellant requests the 
C a p t i o n e c:l C o u r t t o m a k e J u d i c i a 1 c:l e t e r m i n a t i o n a s f o 11 o w s s 
(a) If it was determ:i. ned t hat the Appe 11 ant entered a not 
guilty plea according to this statute, was the court required to 
file t he 1n f orma tion? 
(b) Did t he Cou rt flie the Info r ma t i on ? 
(c) Is t his provision t o UTAH C0DE 77 -7-21(2) (b) ma n da t ory 
o r o p t i o n a 1 a s p e r t a i n s t o U T A H C 0 U R T S a n d t o U T A H S T A T E 
employees? 
11. R u 1 e 4 o f the U t a h R u 1 e s o f C r i m i n a 1 P r o c e d u r e state s j. n 
pert inent parts 
"Rule 4. Prosecution of public offenses. 
(a) IJ n 1 e s s o t h e r w i s e p r o v i d e d, a 11 o f f e n s e s s h a 11 b e 
prosecuted by indictment or information sworn to by a person 
having reason to believe the offense has been committed." 
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12. Pursuant to the above Rule the Appellant requests the 
Captioned Court to make Judicial determinations as follows: 
(a) Can the court move forward with a criminal proceeding 
if there is no information on file with the court? 
(b) If there is no information on file in the court record 
does the court have subject matter jurisdiction? 
(c) If there is no information on file in the court record 
doe s t h e c o u r t h a v e i n p e r s o nam .j u r i s diction ? 
(d) 1s this provision of Ru1e 4 mandatory or opt iona1 as 
pertains to UTAH COURT and to UTAH STATE:- employees? 
13 * R u 1 e 7(b) o f t h e U t a h R u I e s o f C r i m i n a 1 P r o c e d u r e states: 
R u 1 e 7 (b) . P r o c e e d i n g b e f o r e m a g i s t r a t e. 
(b)....If an information has not been filed, one shall be 
filed without delay before the magistrate having 
jurisdiction over the offense, 
14. Pursuant to the above Rule the Appellant requests the 
Capt ioned Court to make Judic ia1 determi nat ions as f o11ows: 
(a) Is the Information irrelevant. Because the Appellant 
promised to appear on a citation? 
(b > C a n a magi s t r at e mo v e f o r wa r d wit h a cr i m ina1 
p r o c e e d i n g j. f t h e r e i s n o i n f o r m a t i o n o n f i 1 e w i t h t h e c o u r t, 
without the Appellant's written consent to use the citation as an 
Information ? 
(c) Can a mag i strate move forwar d wit h ar rai g nment i f 
there is no information or written consent on file with the 
court? 
(d) Is t h i s p rovis i on of Ru1e 7(b) mandatory or opt i ona1 as 
pertains to UTAH COURTS and to UTAH STATE employees? 
&fciB@.l&nts brief 13 of 19 
15. Rule 16 of the Utah Rules of Criminal Procedure states: 
"Rule 16- DISCOVERY 
(a) ...the prosecutor shall disclose to the defense upon 
request... information of which he has knowledge: 
(b) The prosecutor sha%n_make all disclosures as soon as 
practicable following t„he[ri,iifiiiliiinng o f c,hai:.gg§ iQ.d....bgfQLg.J.!:ig 
d.§£§.D..fi§.Ilfe.M..JJL C§fJjyiil^ • T h e p r o s e c u t o r h a s a 
continuing duty to make disclosure." (underline added for 
emphasis.) 
16. Pursuant to the above Rule the Appellant request the 
Captioned court to make judicia1 determinations as fo11ows: 
(a) Is the Appellant require to make a plea if there is no 
i n f o r m a t I o n o n f i I e w i t h t h e c o u r t ? 
(b) I s t he Appe 11 ant requi rec:l to enter a p 1 ea bef ore 
disc1osure and f i11ing of charges? 
(c ) I s it i m p o r t a n t to hi a v e a n i n f o r m a 11 o n o n f i 1 e wit h t h e 
court before the Appellant is to be arraigned for the purpose of 
entering a plea? 
(d) 1 s t h i s p i" o v i s i o n o f R u 1 e 16 m a n d a t o r y o r o p t i o n a 1 a s 
pertains in Utah court and to Utah State employees? 
17. In Rule 11(b) Pleas, its states: 
(b>.....If a defendant refuses to plead..,,., the court shall 
enter a plea o f not guilty. 
18. Pursuant to the above Rule the Appellant requests the 
C a D t i o n e d c o u r t t o m a k e 0* u d i c i a 1 d e t e r m i n a t i o n s a s f o 11 o w s: 
(a) Do Ru1e 11(b) a p p1y t o the Ap p e11ant be for e or a f te r 
t h e f i 11 i n g o f t h e I n f o r m a t i o n ? 
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19. Utah Code 77-2-1.1. Signing and filing of information, and 
77-2-2.(3) Definitions. 
77-2-1.1. The prosecuting attorney shall sign all 
in for ma t i o ns. T he p ro s ecut i ng a 11 o r ney mays 
(1) si g n t he i nfo r mat ion in t he p r ese nce of a mag i st r at e; o r 
(2) present and file the information in the office of the 
clerk where the persecution is commenced upon the signature 
o f t h e p r o s e c u t i n g a 11 o r n e y. 
77-2-2.(3) "Commencement of prosecution" means the filing 
of an information or an indictment. 
20. Pursuant to the above Utah Code, the Appellant requests the 
Ca p t i one c i Cou r t t o m a k e j ud i c i a1 date rm i nat io n s as fo11ows s 
< a) C an a p r osec t i o n be c omme nc e d w i t hout t he s i g ni ng a n d 
f I 1 i ng of a n :i. nf or mat i on o r an i n d i c t me nt. 
(b) I s t h e f i 1 i n g o f a n i n f o r m a t i o n t h a t i s n o t s i g n e c:i a n d 
« w o r n t a b y t h e p r ope r p a r t i e s a valid i n f o r m a t i o n ? 
21 - R u ]. e 3 o f the U t a h R u 1 e s o f C r i m i n a 1 p r o c e d u r e s t a t e s: 
'' R u. 1,e 3. 3 e r v i c e a n d f i 1 i n g o f p ape r s * 
(a) A11 wr i 11 en mot i o n s , not ices and p l e a d i n g s shall be 
fi1ed with the caurt and &erved an a11 other part ies• 
(b)..Serve u pon t he a 11 or ne y o r up o n a p arty s hall b e m a de 
i n the ma nn e r p r ovide d in c iv i1 a c t ion ©.u 
22. Pursuant to the above Rule the Appellant requests the 
C a p t i o n e d c a u r t t o m a k e ,j u d i c i a 1 d e t e r m i n a t i o n s a s f o 11 o w s : 
(a) C a n t h e c o u r t m o v e f o r w a r d w i t h a c r i m i n a 1 p r o c e e d i n g 
i 'f:: t hi e A c c u s e d :i, s n o t p r o p e r 1 y s e r v e d a c o p y o f t h e i n f o r m a t x o n 
and a notice to appear? 
(b) If there is no return of service on f i1e i n the court 
record showing that the information has been properly served on 
the Accused, does the court have in personam and subject matter 
j u r i s d i c t i o n o v e r t h e A p p e 11 a n t ? 
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(c) Is this provision of Rule 3 mandatory or optional as 
p ert ains t o Ut a h court a n d t o Ut a h State emp1oy ees ? 
IJL THE APPELLANT WAS DENIED HIS CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO DUE 
PROCESS OF LAW. 
1. In Rule 16 DISCOVERY 
(a) ...the prosecutor shall disclose to the defense upon 
request...informat ion of which he has know1edges 
(b) The p r o sec ut o r shall ma ke a11 di sc1os u r e s a s s oo n a s 
practicable following the filing of charges and before the 
defendant is required to plead. The prosecutor has a 
c o n t i n u i n g d u t y t o m a k e d i s c 1 o s u r e. 
In the U.S. CONSTITUTION, Amendment 5. and 14. 
No per"son shall be he1d to answer f or a cap i ta3.,, or 
0 t h e r w i s e i n f a m o u s c r i m e, u n 1 e s s o n a p r e s e n t m e n t o r 
indictment of a Grand Jury.... nor be deprived of life. 
1 i b e r t y„ o r p r o p e r t y „ w i t h o u t d u e p r o c e s s o f law,,... 
Amendment 14 
...nor shall any State deprived any person of life, 
liberty,, or property, without due process of law,,... 
and in the UTAH STATE CONSTITUTION, Section 7 
Due process of law. 
N o p e r s o n s h a 11 b e d e p r i v e d o f 1 i f e „ 1 i b e r t y, o r p r o p e r t y , 
without due process of law. 
2. I f the A p p e 11 a n t h a d a s k e d a b o u t t h e i n f o r m a t i o n c a n t h e c: a u r t 
re qu ir e the a pp e11 an t t o e nt er a plea wit hou t t he in forma t ion ? 
CONCLUSION 
From the foregoing it is apparent: 
1. "I" h e A p p e 11 a \ \ t was r e q u e r e d t o a p p e a r i n a J u d i c: i a 1 
proceeding by an Executive officer (law enforcement officer or 
Trooper). 
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2. The citation issue to the Appellant did not have a Christian 
or given names of the Officer or Christian or given names of the 
complainant -
3. The Appellant had requested that the citation not be used as 
an Informat ion and was told that an Informat ion was i rre1evant. 
4. The Appellant was arraiged when no Information was on file 
with the court. 
5. The Appellant was ask to enter a plea before an Information 
was filed, 
6. A not gu i11 y p1ea was enter„ befor e an i nfor mat i on was 
issue. 
7„ A Trial date was set before t here was an Informat ion on file. 
8. It seem to the App 1 anate that a Mr. Wa 1 sh had never1 s igne d 
a n i n f o r m a t i o n at all, as r e q u i r e d in " R LI 1 e 4 * P r o s e c: u t i o n o f 
public offenses. 
"Rule 4. Pr o s e cu t i o n 
(a) U n 1 e s s a t h e r w i s e p r o v i d e d, all o f f e n s e s s hi a 11 b e 
p r osec:uted by i nd i c t ment or i nf or mat i on swor n t o by a persan 
having reason to believe the offense has been committed." 
9. Nor was not s i g n on 11")e copy lvlr . Gr een 1 i ef had. 
10. Nor was not sign on the Court copy 
11 „ 17 was not s i g n at a 11 on t he Appe 11 ant capy (for t here was 
no signatures on his copy of the so called Information. 
12. An Infor mat i on was not ever been sign by a Judge„ unt i1 t hat 
day in court. 
13. The Information was not read, sown to, or sign by Trooper 
Hi11 unt i1 that day i n cour t. 
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14- That David Walsh signature was omitted* Mr Greenlief sign 
it in the court room that day. 
15. The Appellant received an unsigned copy of an alleged 
Information by the bailiff,, a few seconds before the time set 
for trial, by the court. NO time for Discovery. 
16. Since the information is the basis for commencement of a 
criminal case, and discovery must be allowed prior to the 
r e q u i r i n g o f a p 1 e a u n d e r R Li 1 & 16(b) 
Rule 16 DISCOVERY 
(a) ...t h e p r ose c u t o r s h all d i s c1o se t o t he d e fe nse u p o n 
r e q u e s t« . • i n f o r m a 11 o n o f w h i c h h e h a s k n o w 1 e d g e s 
(b) The prosecutor shall make all disclosures as soon as 
practicable following the filing of charges and before the 
defendant is required to plead. The prosecutor has a 
c o n 11 n u i n g d u t y t o m a k e d i s c 1 o s u r e« R u 1 e 16 ( b) , 
17. The Appellant was denied of his Constitutional right to due 
process protected by the Constitution and laws of the State of 
U t a h i n v i o 1 a t i o n o f S e c t i o n 7 „ „ a n d A m e n d m e n t 5 & i 4, o f t hi e 
C o n s t i t u 11 o n f- o r t h e L J n 11 e d S t a t e s o f A m erica. 
Kev i n R,, 6o )•" do i"i .  Ap p e 11 a nt 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on the l^ day ofSfcp+1 997;, I served a copy 
of the above bne^ , by personal service or by First Class Mail, 
postage prepaid, on: 
E.NEAL GUNNARSON 
District Attorney for Salt Lake County 
DAVID S. WALSH, Bar No. 3370 
Deputy District Attorney 
2100 South Street, #S3700 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84190-1210 
Telephone: (801) 468-3422 
/O 
^ Appellant Signature 
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